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Hydrographs
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TURQUOISE LAKE 1972 OPERATION

NATIVE INFLOW VERSUS RELEASE TO LAKE FORK
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TURQUOISE LAKE 1973 OPERATION
NATIVE INFLOW VERSUS RELEASE TO LAKE FORK
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TURQUOISE LAKE 1974 OPERATION
NATIVE INFLOW VERSUS RELEASE TO LAKE FORK
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TURQUOISE LAKE 1975 OPERATION
NATIVE INFLOW VERSUS RELEASE TO LAKE FORK
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TURQUOISE LAKE 1976 OPERATION
NATIVE INFLOW VERSUS RELEASE TO LAKE FORK
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TURQUOISE LAKE 1977 OPERATION
NATIVE INFLOW VERSUS RELEASE TO LAKE FORK

a
A e
AN 1 E Y
. \'&‘ N : . }X: B i i
. . AT TR "a‘m
- . N PR F }\jﬂ'\; %" -t  ‘”-~‘~ '." .
.t'-..‘\ ' ----- “’,’ ’ g‘ . { 2&» : "; -9;----' ‘!
semedl N B B S j W W NI \
A« T ‘ : f . P 5‘ - K ’ ‘ rgw‘:\ SN Rt A .
- *«Q&‘*M&f v M Y “j Ay \y\ L A
S ¥ VAR H
APR MAY JUN JUL
Total inflow = 10,640
a below d Native infl Total outflow = 27,967
age below dam ative inflow Percentincrease =  263%




500

450

400

350

300

250

200

150

100

50

TURQUOISE LAKE 1978 OPERATION
NATIVE INFLOW VERSUS RELEASE TO LAKE FORK
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TURQUOISE LAKE 1979 OPERATION
NATIVE INFLOW VERSUS RELEASE TO LAKE FORK
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TURQUOISE LAKE 1980 OPERATION
NATIVE INFLOW VERSUS RELEASE TO LAKE FORK
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TURQUOISE LAKE 1981 OPERATION
NATIVE INFLOW VERSUS RELEASE TO LAKE FORK
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TURQUOISE LAKE 1982 OPERATION
NATIVE INFLOW VERSUS RELEASE TO LAKE FORK
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TURQUOISE LAKE 1984 OPERATION
NATIVE INFLOW VERSUS RELEASE TO LAKE FORK
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TURQUOISE LAKE 1985 OPERATION
NATIVE INFLOW VERSUS RELEASE TO LAKE FORK
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TURQUOISE LAKE 1987 OPERATION
NATIVE INFLOW VERSUS RELEASE TO LAKE FORK
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TURQUOISE LAKE 1989 OPERATION
NATIVE INFLOW VERSUS RELEASE TO LAKE FORK
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TURQUOISE LAKE 1990 OPERATION
NATIVE INFLOW VERSUS RELEASE TO LAKE FORK
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TURQUOISE LAKE 1992 OPERATION
NATIVE INFLOW VERSUS RELEASE TO LAKE FORK
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NATIVE INFLOW VERSUS RELEASE TO LAKE FORK
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TURQUOISE LAKE 1994 OPERATION
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TURQUOISE LAKE 1995 OPERATION
NATIVE INFLOW VERSUS RELEASE TO LAKE FORK
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TURQUOISE LAKE 1996 OPERATION
NATIVE INFLOW VERSUS RELEASE TO LAKE FORK

500

450

400

350

300

250
8
200 - jE
itz
i3
g
L
B gi?
150 ? n
b
A
100 SR
RS RN
ARy IR DR TR
50 ‘:’; r; "A§ b 3
for L 1
O i i AR i i gf

APR MAY JUN JUL

Total inflow = 30,320

Total outflow = 24,744
- - - Gage Below Dam -~ Native Inflow Percent reduction= 18%




TURQUOISE LAKE 1999 OPERATION
NATIVE INFLOW VERSUS RELEASE TO LAKE FORK
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TURQUOISE LAKE 2001 OPERATION
NATIVE INFLOW VERSUS RELEASE TO LAKE FORK
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